State of California . ' : Business, Transportation and Housing Agency

Memorandum

Date: June 28, 2010
To: Central Division
From: DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL . .

Sonora Area
FileNo: 425, 1‘0546.chp1 liﬁspection

Subject: 2010 COMMAND INSPECTION OF SONORA AREA COLLISION,
ENFORCEMENT, AND SERVICES ~ CHAPTER 11

On June 1, 2010, a Command Inspection, per HPM 22.1 Command Inspection Program Manual,
Chapter 11, of the Sonora Area Collision, Enforcement, and Services was conducted by an
inspection team from Central Division. As a result of the inspection, two items needing
corrective action were discovered and documented in the Bxceptions Document.

The two items were researched and subsequently corrected by Sonora Area Training Officer,
S. Taylor, ID 13869, and Area Administrative Supervisor, Sergeant S. Clamp, ID 12345.

All corrective action has been completed and there are no items of concern regarding the ?010
Sonora Area Command Collisions, Enforcement, and Services Inspection requiring additional
follow-up.

M. S. SAMRA, Lieutenant
Commander '
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA Command: Division: Number:
DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL Sonora Central . 111
J Evaluated by: ’ Goa ta by oWDater Lo
l%g'lavg\g-ﬁgg éﬁgg&gg}ON PROGRAM Lt. D. M. Troxell o June 1, 2010
Assisted by: S et ‘Date: -
Chapter 11 ' Sgt. J. Woodley S June 1, 2010

Collisions, Enforcement, and Services Y

INSTRUGTIONS: Answer Individual items with “Yes® or “No" answers, or fill in the blanks as indicated.. Any discrepancies with policy, !
applicable legal statutes, or deflciencies noted in the inspections shall be commented on via the “Remarks" section. .Additionally, sueh -
discrepancies and/or deflciencies shall be documented on an Exceptions Document and addressed to the nexi level of command. |
Furthermore, the Exceptions Document shall Include any foiiow-up and/or corrective action(s)taksn. ! this form lsused as a Follow-up
Inspection, the “Follow-up Inspection” box shall be marked and only deflcient items need to be re-inspeetetd, . - ... N G

TYPE OF INSPECTION ' Lead Inspector's Sigratlre; - -
Division Level [[] Command Level Ny
- —
e A i 2
] Executive Office Level 1 Moluntary Seif-inspection | 2~ ¢ -
Follow-up Required: a £Commander’s: Signature: S Date:
Follow-up Inspection , ;
XYes [INo Y a2 Lo/ 5/2010

PG

the Area? ®@Yes | ONo | CINA | Remarks: Entire management team uses and
relays information contained In the program 10.

2, s any additional Information used by the Area to
i iti i Yes | CINo | ) N/A | Remarks: Predetermined events, Area .
prepare scheduh'ng, beat priorities, Specal personnel information, Trafflc complalnts. Area
Enforcement Unit (SEU) enforcement, or grant currently has three working grants.

applications?
3. Do supervisory or management staff convey this
data to field officers?

®@vYes | O No | OO NA | Remarks: Training days, brisfings, staff

4. Does the Area have a Collision Reduction Plan? o
i Yes | CINo | CIN/A | Remarks: Strategic Report 2010 and three
Attach to this report. o
5. Does the Collision Raduction Plan address Remarks: Motorcycle, DU, and speed related
specific problems? ®vyes | CONo [ I /A | coliisions. ;

. Are goals and objectives measurab
2 g jectl s IS ®Yes | [ONo | [ MA | Remarks: Yes

. Have collisions b c ince the i ti . ;
[ ns been reduced sincs the Inception ®Yes | [INo | OO NA | Remarks: See Exceptions Doc.

of the plan?
. idro i isti i f ' -
8 tl?':lg ;21 ::( g]??trOI officers assist in the formulation o ves | CINo | OINA | Remarks: Al Sssor :'

9. Do supervisors or managers discuss the Collision
Reduction Plan in briefing or training days? Ryes | ONo | CINA

Hatesions Mokt ioUg i) :
10. Are beat priorities set based o

Remarks: Tralning, briefings, and staff
meetings

Remarks: Yes

11. Are beat priorities reviewed on a regular basis for
accuracy?

12, Is the priority schedule consistent with collislon
and congestion times?

13. Is the Area beat guide current on beat-specific

®@Yes | ONo | OJNA | Remarks: Yes

Yes | ONo | [dNA | Remarks: Yes per AlS stalistics

descriptions and instructions? ®Yes | ONo | CINA | Remarks: See Exceptions Doc.
14. Does the Area have a list of reoccurring special '
gvents? gsp ®Yes | O No | ONA | Remarks: Yes
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL

COMMAND INSPECTION PROGRAM
"INSPECTION CHECKLIST W
Chapter 11

Colhsrons Enforcement and Servlces

Page 20f3

| ®ye ' N/ ks: On Specific beats rants
_15. Has overtlme been budg_etecl for these eVents? ; ..E'Yefs. g e E 'A e A_r_'“_'-’s_’-.-. e D -
16.; Are superwsors and managers scheduled based P S N A B
; on high actlvity and special event times?- © | BYes | 'EINo | EINA | Remarks: MEPS . , . .
7., Afe motorcycle officers sche_duled_ sapararel‘y? e b Dy - ENo ]
- - i =
18. Are alternate riders available? O ves . - NIA ‘Remarks:
iFo : g i B 1 (g[( erme : :
18. Do the oﬁ‘lcers repare documents in accordance’ |- ;s ‘o poni
- with HPM 100. g EF:]forGement Documents <®.Yes | [ONo | OONA | Remarks: SeeExceptions Doc. ..
‘Manual? ) gl C
20. Are Area personnel preparin Colllsmn Re orts . . .
i accordance with HPM 11095 Collision p R Yes | CINo | CYN/A | Remarks; Seo Exceptions Doc.
Investigation Manual? _
21 ﬁ:reaglitgaar;g drpl; il colisions bEing escqistely . Yee . -‘D No | [JN/A | Remarks: See Exceptions Doc.
22. Do arrest r t : :
cha?g: ?heeo?;;ssggr:taaéz‘:sr;:ggh evidence to Yes [ONo | CONA | Remarks: See Exceptions Doc.
: 1 — :
23, Do arrest reports contain the proper headings? RYes | ONo | C1NA | Remarks: See Exceptions Doc,
24, Do the officers follow HPM 70.4, DU
Enforcement Manual, In regards to Fleld Sobnety Yes | CINo | CIN/A | Remarks: See Exceptions Doc.
Testing and Chemical Testing?
25, s the Area's Standard Operating Procedures B
(SOP) regarding Preliminary Alcohol Screening | - B Yes - CINo | CINA | Remarks: Yes
(PAS) devices in compliance with HPM 70.4?
£ g;?;séggﬁrgseﬁ;elga?}?%;?ﬁoalr]sdcrépedna;;zd(g);\nsq)s 1 EByes |-ONo | ONA l:emarks:‘ %acn device fotufnd to be properly
using correct rorm.
. Device Out/ln Usage Log, in compliance with SIS o¢
HPM 70.47 .
27. Is the Area in compllance with HPM 100.4, Radar ' . -
| Speed Enforcement Manual? E Yes | ONo.| CINA | g:?;r‘léi. i’éﬁespé sge offlcer on loan to Divislon
4
28, E:OHE’(;A A;gi g Sobriety Checkpoint Plans conform . ves | ONo | O | Remark: Yes
29. Do the CHP 205, Sobriety/Driver License. ) '
Chackpolnt Activity Report, forms conour with the | & Ye® ONo | CON/A | Remarks: See Exceptions doc.
checkpoint plan?
30, |s the Area's Drug Recognition Expert (ORE) . . .
. program in compliance with GO 70.14, Peace - Yes: | OINo | CIN/A | Remarks: .Yes
Officer Standards and Training, and HPM 70.4?_
31. Does the Area have SQOP regarding call out
procedures for DREs? gereme OYes | ®No | CJN/A | Remarks: No
32. Arethe D ini -
2 ﬁﬂgludﬁg ?:cterraﬁl;i]g;%;gords up to date, X Yes CINo | [ N/A | Remarks: Notupdated in the ETRS
. ?
% IDoes the Area have an SEU Yes | R No | [INA | Remarks: See Exceptions Doc.
stionsRuthraUe ) falpitoiSenVic :
34. Does the Commander emphasize the importance = ;:’es ' CINo | O MA | Remarks: Atalltralning days, brlefings, and

of service as outlined in GO 100.457

staff mestings.

CHP 680X {New 08-08) OPI 010




compliance with HPM 110.57
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL
COMMAND INSPECTION PROGRAM O
INSPECTION CHECKLIST 5
~ Chapter 11
Colllslons Enforcement and Servlces
35, Does ) dof S il PRI
X :;:tani gea héye OP for females in nee o Clves™ "B No | [ A | Remiiks " -
36. Do CHP 415, Dally Fleld Record, forms reﬂect ' I = IR e
: services provided 1¢ disablgd motorists?- .| B Yes | LINo O NA | Rertharks . ¥és. S
37. Are CHP 422, Véhicle Check/ Parking Warnlng/ ] . R SOl
Yes .|.OON N/A | R ks W ] docurnanted bul oacaslonal}y ol =
z:?hh:l;¥35i?natgasffnogpﬁidogj:Occordance OGRS u:arrcllaéueloﬁmlted freaways in the'are. ;
38:.- thfnvfeojlin?l:g LI?_tsc;red if Iefton the freeway longer_ sl Yes..”-"EI'No 3| Remaiks: Yes '
d “ b b oM :.'-‘:,.. .a( &L, B
8. Al nlrmedempeyess BN Ao |-y | s | o | e s oo
: igh ? TR
40 'I?‘d.:oct:owﬁIainp;erlzggtsag;aa”;bfvg:gg?egl,g HasiE IYes CONo | CINA Ramar!,_&s: S.es Es_ccapthns Dac.
41, Are the headings in collision reports in ves | ONo El N/A | Remarks: See Exceptions Doc.
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. EXCEPTIONS DOCUMENT . |LEDWiTroxel i .. . |Junet,2010"
- Page 10f7 _ e a. kg B 8 ¥

- INSTRUCTIONS: This document shall be typed.. Check-appropriate boxes as necessary, or fillin the blanks-as indicated. Enter the chapter -
" ‘humber of the' inspection in the Chapter Inspection number. Under "Forward to:" enter the next levelof command where the document - - -
- shall-be routed to and Its due date.. This document-shall be utllized to document.Innovative, practices; suggestions for statewide
. improvement, identified deflciericies, corfactive action._plans".. A CHP 51 Memorandum may baused if addttional spacé.ls requiredi:, : -

), freee ]NSFECT}QN T | Tota haﬁfé.‘éﬁpeﬁdéd onthe [ Gorrective Action Plan Included
'.:.Di'\fi'sién'Leve'i_ [J.Command ;'_:Wm ln_specllnon:'.. 3 e P e _
h | [:] ;E;c.ecu-tl'\fe Idff'icl:é Levfe| = 40 @lﬁfttachmalnts If'tcluded
Follow-up Required: - | Forward to: *
o Ga ' Due Date:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA : o for;
DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL %°g’:;;‘,g gvels:tnfal E]Shfp o
COMMAND INSPECTION PROGRAM nsoacted By Date:

Inspector's Comments Regarding Innovative Practices: _

The Inspection Team was handed a five page document “CHP SONORA AREA" that thoroughly
described the Area's geographical responsibilities, the make-up of personnel, and the goals the
personnel work to achieve on a daily basis. The document also included statistical data involving on
highway collisions, community inclusion outreach plans, and annual special events. The document is
well written and gives the reader an exceptional view of the responsibilities of the entire Sonora CHP

Area operations.

| Command Suggestions for Statewide Improvement. |

[ Inspector's Findings: = |

The Central Division Inspection North Sector Team conducted an inspection per HPM 22.1 Command
Inspections Program Manual, chapter 11, Collisions, Enforcement, and Services. An enfrance
conference was conducted with the Sonora Commander, Lieutenant Malkiat Samra, and Lead Inspector,
Lieutenant D. M. Troxell. The inspection team arrived in the Sonora Area on Menday, June 1, 2010, and
compléted their work at 1630 hours on the same day. The following inspectors worked the
corresponding hours as indicated below: -

Inspector ’ Number of Hours
Lieutenant D. M. Troxell, ID 13163 14
Sergeant J. Woodley, ID 11676 10
Officer Jeremy Key, ID 14781 8
0851 Henrietta Koelman 8
Total 40

CHP 680A (Rev. 02-09) OPI 010
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SERARTMENT OF CALIFORNA HIGHWAY PATROL g’mma"d‘ %“"S"’t’“ l i'llapte“
COMMAND INSPECTION PROGRAM oone ~enita P
EXCEPTIONS DOCUMENT.. ...: | Lt.D.M.Troxell . -.. | June 1,2010 - .

Page 2 of 7

. 'This inspection was ‘conducted using ;hemethodoiogycontalned iri chapter.11 of HPM 22.4... -

A comparative reviéw wias conducted-of collision data anid the erforcenient data from the Managemeiit

" Information System (MIS) and Area-Information System (AIS). The data was.analyzed in-an attemptio. : -« -

. identify any abnofmal trends or statistics, conisidering command-specific factors. such as weather.and:

- traffic patterns, and spetial enforcement details; whether field officers were conducting appropriate: ... 7
enforcement action in the focus locations determined by the collision statistics;if the enforcement ... -«
activity was adequiate based on the Area's amount of calls.for service and thie amount of activity foreach. .-
officer; whether specialized enforcement is taking.place; and whether enforcement and colligion- .- .

** statistics indicated the enforce'm'@i}t‘w;g_"_'eff_e_'ctjve.an__c_i appropriately directed. - -

" Collisions -

" A random sample of 20 individual collisions from the review period were selected for assessment; to .

determine if the reports and investigations were properly formatted and met the minimum requirements. .

as specified in HPM 110.5, Collision Investigation Manual; whether hit and run investigations were
sufficiently investigated, and if proper prosecution was sought. :

Deployment and Scheduling

The current callision reduction plan in place, Sonora Area Strategic Plan 2010, and all three current
Safety Corridor grants were reviewed to ensure they were measurable, complete, flexible, and
understandable. Area personnel were interviewed by Inspection Team members discussing the Area's
deployment and scheduling needs. The current beat priority was analyzed to evaluate the command’s
method for determining staff scheduling priorities; impact from vacation scheduling, known special
events, and administrative coverage based on the priorities for road patrol; and to determine if the beat
descriptions and Instructions are current and in compliance with GO 100.64, Beat Descriptions. The .
Beat guide was examined to determine if current and pertinent information is provided to the officers.

The Area's management, with information.provided by field personnel, Accident Investigation Officer,
and program 10/AlS information, annually"look at beat assignments to ensure adequate and effective
coverage is being deployed. .. - : : :

Enforcement:

The enforcement portion of the inspection was based upon information from the prior 12 months
preceding this audit. To begin this portion of the inspection, the spreadsheet provided in Annex B was
used to conduct a comparative review of the following: the number of crime reports taken, the number
of cases cleared by arrest, the number of charges filed by the District Attorney's Office (DA), and the
number of convictions to determing if these statistics are appropriate for the Area (not including stolen
- vehicles or arrests for DUI); specific to Driving Under the Influence (DUI), number of DUI arrests, the
number of arrests for which charges have been filed, and the number of convictions to determine if
these statistics are appropriate for the Area; and specific to vehicle theft, the number of investigations

CHP 680A (Rev, 02-08) OFI 010
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA Command: Division: Chapter:
PEPARTIVENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL Sonora Central 11 :
COMMAND INSPECTION PROGRAM AT e S

~EXCEPTIONS DOCUMENT - . Lt.D.M.Troxell -, .- .. ..|dJunet,2010..
Page 3 of 7 ] e, W e

(reporfs)!_'the number of recoveries, the number. of investigations cleared by arrest, the:numberof .-+«

< arrests resultingiin chargesfiled by the local.District Attorney as a result of arrest, and the number-of. . °
-+. convictions.- e o w . P R . g '

VR

. -;ﬂi"fandbhﬁ s‘ampl"e":of.‘so' 'Gif-t-h'e:fo]I.o'wling-“f.o-rrr.,l‘s-.werémélelec-:_"ced for: re.view-:'._-..GHP 215; ,Néti'cje tb'- -Appear-;: oo

¢ CHP:281, Notice.to-Correct: Violation; and. GHP-267, Notice of Parking~ Registration Violation, to-.. .. - 1 =
-+ -establish whether. énforcement-documients are campleted in compliance with. policy-contained.in HPM. . ...+

100.9, Enforcement Documents-Manual . .~ :

- A-random sampling of‘.ZO-arres.t“'z;.épo;"ts‘; not rela'ltéd. to DUI or véhicli_e' théft-_-. were reviewed fo deteﬁﬁirie_. if

" theelements of the offenses charged-were being established and decumented properly;whether: #eirae

supervisors are reviewing the reports; and if the officers are following state law and-policy (e.g. juvenile
notification requirements, citizen arrest procedures, etc.). ; 3 L

“ A.sample of 50 DUI reports was also reviewed as well, including closed cases: The goal was to
determing if the proper documentation is included in the report; if personnel were adhering to policy. -
contained in HPM 70.4, Driving Under the Influence Enforcement Manual, in regards to field sobriety
. tests and chemical testing; and if proper prosecution is being sought. : o

The Area’s Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) regarding Preliminary Alcohol Screening (PAS)
devices and the CHP 202J, Preliminary Alcohol Screening Device Out/in Usage Log, was reviewed to
determine if local policies were. in compliance with HPM 70.4. In addition, SOP was reviewed.to
determine local procedures relating to the Drug Recognition Expert (DRE) program, including call out
procedures. _

_ Services

- A random sampling of 20 individual officers’ CHP 415. Daily Field Record; forms, were reviewed, to
determine if the amount of service rendered is appropriate for the Area. Further, a review of training and
SOP regarding special relationships was also conducted. ‘o -

Findings

#3: Area commander specifically addresses the quarter strategic report results to -all personnel during
briefings, training days, and staff meetings. : -

#4-9: From 2007 to the present, the command has placed special emphasis on the number of fatal
collisions occurring within the Sonora Area. Management is consistently reiterating to personnel of the
goals and objectives within the Department's Strategic Plan. The Area currently has three well written
working grants focusing on speed, DU!, and Motorcycle Safety.

#13: The Area beat guide was examined and determined to be current with all pertinent information.

CHP 880A (Rav, 02-09) OPI 010



STATE OF CALIFORNIA . R .
DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL §°g"r:";:g‘ %\gs:’;al ?hfpter'
COMMAND INSPECTION PROGRAM Tonecied 7 e

EXCEPTIONS.DOCUMENT -~ -~ . |Lt.D.M.Troxell . - - .| June 1, 2010
F_’ag_e_4of7 TR . R

= #15-17:. The Area uses 'gr'ant'bve-rtim'e: for covetage.of special events thaf mlay adyérsel_y‘;affect«.the'-/,.\rea Wit

.- .which-can be'justified as part of the grant: The:Area toes not have:a motargycle-program... .

#19: A random-sampling of 50 enforcement dbéumenfs for calendar year.2009; specifically CHP.215's,

suggests not including this additional.information on.any portion. of the violator's copy. Also, ong citation-. ...

" (#9860"1LR cited the violator for 12500°(a) VCy however; the violation was'made dismissibleby the: = -+ ez

issting officer. Another issued citation (#97566LR) was a radar citation which did not contain:the . - -

., appropriate radar/patrol unit information. However, in.the overall sampling, the various citations were *-

{“accurate and should be filed by the appropriate District Attorney’s Office. - -

#20: A random sampling of 20 collisions per year for the 3-proceeding years (2007, 2008, 2009) were
reviewed for compliance with HPM 110.5, Collision Investigation Manual. All collisions were well-written,
containing minimal omissions/errors (primarily typagraphical/grammatical), and within departmental
policy. One collision (#2007-07-0042), concluded the PCF was mechanical, however, the driver was "
fully aware of these defects/deficiencies prior to driving the vehicle, which should have resulted in a
violation of 22350 VC for the driver. - In concluding the review process, it appears the Area Accident
Investigation Review Officer and the Area's management team have been thorough in the review
brocess thereby ensuring reports are within departmental policy. -

#21: Within the random sampling of collision reports, a representative sample of hit and run collisions
were reviewed. All hit and run collislons were adequately investigated, and follow-up investigation was
documented-on a supplemental report. One hit and run collision (#2008-05-0003) reviewed was an

" exceptionally well-written report with in-depth follow-up-that should have resulted in a successful .- -

prosecution. Another hit and run collision (#2009-03-0045) resulted in an in-custody per 40303 (a) VC,
which is a misdemeanor that occurred after the collision and was obviously not committed in the officer's
presence. A possible option for this specific situation that the arresting officer could have considered
was a citizen's arrest by a witness to the original incident. The Area generates a follow-up letter that is
signed by the commander and sent to any party that may provide information on the hit and run collision
taken by an officer. : ' =y : : - '

#22, 23: A random sampling of 20 felony and misdemeanor arrest reports for calendar year 2009
revealed that all reports contained sufficient evidence to substantiate the offenses requested. The
narratives of the arrest reports were typed and provided adequate information supported the offense(s)
designated on page #1 of the CHP 216. Area officers are consistently utilizing proper headings and the
correct narrative format has been fulfilled. All the reports were reviewed and signed by a supervisor.

# 24: A random sampling of 50 CHP 202's for calendar year 2009 revealed Area officers are following

HPM 70.4 in regards to Field Sobriety Testing and Chemical Testing. Some of the investigations
reviewed did not include all of the Standardized Field Sobriety Tests as recommended, but not required,

CHP 880A (Rev, 02-08) OPI 010
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-. :GHP 267's, and GHP. 281's; révealed many of the officers aré not consistently, including the.insurange ... - . :
t- - policy number on-CHP-215's:(of the 50 reviewed; 24 were lacking) as reguir_e._d,by'pciliay.--"In.'-adc,iition,- SEE
i1 d&Veral citations did not include the Subject'sage: -Aportion:(3) of the radar/LIDAR citations reduced the. ...
‘actual speed observed (ex. Issued citation speed of 70+ MPH, and noted a different speed in-the ... - ;
. Yescription of the violation observed). This may create issues in court-testimony, the inspection Team . _




STATE OF CALIFORNIA . Y .
DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL gong;:g g‘gsr"':;r'al ﬁhfpter'
COMMAND INSPECTION PROGRAM T AT , e

EXCEPTIONS DOCUMENT , . | Lt D.M.Troxell . ~% ~ . |Junet,2010
Page 5 of 7 S Ll '

. uper policy. - Howsver;the-additional tests provided were authorized by. pelicy.. Therewere: miner.. ...
. " typographical errors.and ornissions noted .on.a.minor.portion of reports reviewed. from.the.random::.- .
sampling. One report (#2009-454) reviewed did not include a DS 367. Further, in reviewing the other
. feports in the sampling; ifis likely the Area’s overall raports are proper. A:comparjson of the number of - .
.+ - arrests:to the nuimbet of convictions:was not petformed. The various-County District-Attorngy's; offices
“=+within the' Senora's: area-of fesponsibilities.do not:perform this function, due to'the time and figcal o @ .0 |
. - . 7.constraints requited:{o .complete this-task. . In addition, the Area has:not:performed.this-funetion-in:past - |
. years because of court records access; other than manual search on the county computer. Delegating
the function of discovering the disposition of filed cases:is an option that the Area may consider in the :
future, based- upen personnel responsibilities. ‘Based on the fact that nearly.all.cases reviewed were .-
. - - well written with the narratives suppotting the charges;-itis the-opinion of the-Inspection Team that- e« v -
overall proper prosecution is being sought-on all DUl investigations. . - . .0 "l e v -

#27: The inspection team reviewed several CHP 215s that radar was used as the primary.source of the
violation. In reviewing the citations, all were properly documented per HPM 100:4. The.Central Division

.- Biennial Audit was.completed on November 10, 2008. It was reviewed and found that the Area was in
compliance with policy and procedures. Upon request, Area radar training records were provided and,
showed all personnel were in compliance. The Area’s radar coordinator will conduct annual
recertification during the fourth quarter training of this year.

#30: ‘The inspection completed a review on one checkpoint event that occurred on August 12, 2008.
The Checkpoint Plans were compared to the CHP 205s, Sobriety/Driver License Checkpoint Activity
Reports. Scbriety checkpoint operational plans and after-action reviews were reviewed, to establish.
whether the plans were in compliance with HPM 70.4. Division approval documentation, justification for
location, alternate location selection, proper signage placement, press releases on file, and CHP 205,
Sobriety/Driver License Checkpoint Activity Report, forms were also reviewed for-compliance... -

-+ All information was accurate and conformed to policy per HPM 70.4. . .

2’%5#31: The A.rea’sSO'F.’ was reviewed to deterfﬁine local brocedures relating to the Drug Recognition
! Expert (DRE) program, including:call out procedures.. The Area does not have the DRE program and.
call-out procedures documented in their SOP. S N .

- #32: The Area has seven (7) current DRE Officers. There training records were not up-t,o-dgte in the
slectronic training records system (ETRS). The Academy DRE unit was contacted and confirmed.all
current DRE Officers are in good standings. Further, the Area has no recently de-certified DRE's.

#33: The Area does not Have a Special Enforcement Unit (SEU), but has put together an enforcement
unit when certain problems.occur within their community. The Sonora Area also has a Special
Investigation Team (SIT) that utilizes the expertise of individual officers on cases requiring in-depth

investigating.

\.-#39: The Area’s training officer. informed the inspection team that two of Sonora's personnel were not

.,/',—R"‘-ftrained in G.0. 100.6, Special Relationships. The two personnel will receive immediate training to

CHP 680A (Rev. 02-08) OPI 010
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" EXCEPTIONS DOCUMENT . .. "7 [Lt.D. M. Troxell & . ° . |June1,2010

Page _6 of 7

""""

i+... "ensure the Area is in compliance. ~The commander emphasizes the-importance of Special Relationships. =
' -"during'_all.Area'Training'days,--Stafﬁ»Meeting's,».am_:i briefings:. . - e e e R e TR
- -#40:-The Area répcrted"_a -91%‘.éveraige for compli-ance';ih'.-hav{'né- fepor‘_ts a.vailable.té the:public withinan - -
. veight-day time.frame in 2009. It-should be noted'thatthe Area im 2010 ‘continues. their high rate.of - . .-
““success for compliance of MM 08-050; Strategic Plan-Goal 1.2, + «x 7 oo 3 UE i Gl ey e e e

. | [#41: - A random sémpling of 20 collisions-fof.fhe-&pfoceéd.iﬁg'yearSIWaS reviewed. for compliance with. :

4 PM 110.5, Collislon Investigation Manual: The collisions.used the appropriate: headings as’. .

.. recommendedin HPM 110.5. .

© FINDINGS REQUIRING FOLLOW-UP: -

ETRN CC AV TURE. PR ARG S LTI

.........

#31: Policy contained in chapter 11 of HPM 70.4 requires commands to éstablish SOP of call-out
procedures for DREs. The command has no SOP specific to DREs. The Training Sergeant informed

-the Inspection Team that they will be adding a DRE call-out procedure in the near future.

#30: The Area’s training officer informed the inspection team that two of Sonora’s personnel were not
trained in G.0. 100.8, Special Relationships. The two individuals will immediately review GO 100.6
upon their return to the Area. Once completed, the Area will update records to indicate
compliance. : :

[ Commander's Response: [] Concur or [] Do Not Concur (Do Not Concur shall document basis for response) |

inspector's Comments: Shall address non concurrence by commander (e.g., findings revised, findings unchanged,
atc.} ° : . B welt . : F
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Employes would llke to discuss this report with RE DATE / L
the reviewer. . ;,: ﬁ — é //0
(See HPM 9.1, Chapter 8 for appeal procedures.) =) &7 o o it

DATE
A _ ¢/ /2010
] Reviewer discussed this report with ~ | REVIEWER'S SIGNATURE DATE
employee 7
] Concur 7] Do not coneur
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DEF’ARTMENT ‘OF:CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL ' Command: Division:  |Area No.:
COMMAND INSPECTION PROGRAM ) - ~ |sonora_ Central 425
Chapter 11~ P phet - ‘ Evaluated By: Lt. D. M. Troxell | Date: 6/01/1(
Collisions; Enforcement and ServLces - . |Assisted By: 0SS1 H. Koelman

Utilize the 'Cdm_niej,p_ts"fi‘zé:éctioh to provide detdills regarding changes in totals or any other significant details.

& SHERERS =
Month : : SRS =
Number of Invesggatlans (excludtnLUI and 10851} 8 9 5 8 10 | 14 6 4 7 9 1 8| 89
Number cleared by afrest - : 7 8 4 7 9 12 5 4 3 8 1 7| 75| 84%
Number filed by d;smctattorney (D A] .
Nurnber of conwctlons 5 ol olJo|lo]Jo|loflo]o o o] of o] 1] NA] NA |[100%

Number of DUI arrésts* ;

i 26 | 24| 35| 42 | 37 | 30 | 28 | 24 29| 23] 22| 30
Number filed by digtrict attnrney (D A)

Number of convicfions=- . . - _ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o]- 0 0 0 NA |100%
Number of vehicles stdlen . 7 g8 | 10] 4 8 7 |11 7 3| 12 8 4

Number of vehicles récovered 4 | 10| 12| 3 4 3 4 5 5 4 6 2

Number cleared by-arrest . 1 1 3 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0

Number filed by.dis stnchat{omey (D.A) .

Number of ccnv;chons S - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 NA | NA

2B

Comments: . The: ‘Sonora: Aréa files thelr court cases in three different counties. None of the three counties provide information back to the Area relating
to the actual fi Iing" of the: case or the dlsposmon The court officer did call and request filing and conviction information while the Inspection Team was
present The courl: ofﬁcer was informed that the court does not have the personnel presently to handle the requested task.

* Stolen vehlcle mformatlon was obatlned by the Areas's CHP 136¢(s)




